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DETAILED ACTION 



This Office action is a first action on the merits of this application. Claims 1-37 
are presented for examination. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the status of 
the parent case, mentioned on page 1 of the specification, must be updated. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

In considering claim 14, the phrase "the plurality of message senders" on lines 2- 
3 lacks sufficient antecedent basis. In addition, the phrase "the first address associated 
with the host system" on line 5 lacks sufficient antecedent basis. 

Claim 18 depends from claim 14 and is thus rejected as well. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by AirMobile (AirMobile Wireless Comm Client for cc:Mail, Motorola, 1995). 

In considering claim 1 , AirMobile discloses a method of redirecting data items 
from a host system to a mobile data communication device, comprising steps of: 

Configuring a triggering event at the host system (p. 17, ]J 3, "enable/disable"); 

Detecting that the triggering event has occurred at the host system and 
generating a trigger (this occurs when the redirection system is enabled); 

Receiving data items at the host system, and in response to the trigger and as 
data items are received at the host system, continuously redirecting the received data 
items from the host system to the mobile communication device (p. 17, If 3, "when 
'enabled' AirMobile will ensure messages are automatically downloaded to your cc:Mail 
Mobile account from the server automatically..."); 

Determining whether each data item includes an attachment, and if so, 
determining the type of attachment (p. 17, U 4-5, "Text Attach" and "File Attach"); 



States. 
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Providing attachment redirection information (p. 17, "filters"; p. 43, "Configuring 
AirMobile Granular Message Filters"); and 

Redirecting the attachment in accordance with the attachment redirection 
information (p. 43, same section, wherein "the granular filters enable you to download 
only specific portions of the message," including "text attachments" and "file 
attachments"). 

In considering claim 2, AirMobile further discloses that the attachment redirection 
information includes one or more attachment types that the mobile communication 
device can receive and process ("Text" and "File" types). 

In considering claim 3, AirMobile further discloses that the attachment redirection 
information includes one or more attachment types ("Text" or "File" types) and one or 
more associated commands which control processing of each attachment type by the 
host system (p. 44, selecting "Text Attach" and/or "File Attach" options). 

In considering claim 4, AirMobile further discloses a command for storing a data 
item attachment to a data store accessible by the host system (p. 31 , "Server based 
filters for downloads;" p. 45, "Text attach," "File attach"; wherein message attachments 
designated to not be attached will be stored at the host system and not pushed to the 
wireless device). 
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In considering claim 6, AirMobile further discloses that the one or more 
commands includes a command for redirecting a data item attachment to the mobile 
communication device (p. 45, "Text Attach" section and "File Attach" section). 

In considering claim 7, AirMobile further discloses that the step of providing 
attachment redirection information is provided by information transmitted by the mobile 
communication device (p. 37, last paragraph, "your client may send messages, send 
profile change transactions..."). 

In considering claim 36, AirMobile discloses an attachment forwarding method 
comprising the steps of: 

Receiving an electronic message at a first system (cc:Mail server), the electronic 
message including an attachment having an attachment type (i.e. file attachment or text 
attachment; pp. 43-45); 

Redirecting the electronic message from the first system to the second system 
(p. 31, H1; pp. 43-45); 

Generating an attachment processing command at the second system and 
transmitting the attachment processing command to the first system (p. 37, last 
paragraph); and 

Redirecting the attachment to the second system (pp. 43-45). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5, 8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over AirMobile, in view of Theimer et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,493,692, hereinafter 
"Theimer"). 

In considering claim 5, AirMobile discloses commands for either holding the 
attachments at the host system or forwarding the attachments to the mobile device. 
However, AirMobile does not disclose a command for forwarding the attachments to an 
external machine compatible with the attachment. Nonetheless, redirection of a 
message from a host system to an external machine compatible with the message is 
well known, as evidenced by Theimer. In a similar art, Theimer discloses a system for 
selectively delivering electronic mail messages to one or more users who are using a 
mobile communication device (col. 24, lines 49-55), wherein the messages will be 
redirected from a host (server) to an appropriate display device according to device 
characteristics, the context, and the message characteristics (col. 25, lines 17-38). 

Thus, given the teaching of Theimer, a person having ordinary skill in the art 
would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of expanding the system 
taught by AirMobile to redirect the un-forwarded attachments in the AirMobile system to 
a nearby external machine, so that even if the wireless device cannot receive the 
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attachment, the user can still view it immediately at a nearby location (see Theimer, col. 
25, lines 23-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to forward the attachments 
taught by AirMobile to a user via an external machine, as taught by Theimer. 

In considering claim 8, Theimer further discloses that the external machine can 
be a printer (page 5, line 31 , "printer 22"). It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to forward the attachments taught by AirMobile to a 
printer, so that users could easily view a printout of the large attached graphics or other 
large files without having to use large amounts of memory space on the wireless device. 

In considering claim 9, Theimer does not disclose forwarding messages to a fax 
machine. Nonetheless, a fax machine can serve the same purpose as a printer in 
printing files. Therefore, it would have been obvious to use a fax machine for 
forwarding the attachments taught by AirMobile, for the same reason as using a printer. 

4. Claims 5, 9, 10, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over AirMobile, in view of Srinivasan (U.S. Patent No. 6,072,862). 

In considering claim 5, AirMobile discloses commands for either holding the 
attachments at the host system or forwarding the attachments to the mobile device. 
However, AirMobile does not disclose a command for forwarding the attachments to an 
external machine compatible with the attachment. Nonetheless, redirection of a 
message from a host system to an external machine compatible with the message is 



i 
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well known, as evidenced by Srinivasan. In a similar art, Srinivasan discloses a system 
for selectively delivering electronic messages sent to a particular subscriber to one of 
multiple external communication devices (col. 2, lines 49-61), according to device and 
message characteristics (col. 3, lines 33-42). 

Thus, given the teaching of Srinivasan, a person having ordinary skill in the art 
would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of expanding the system 
taught by AirMobile to redirect the un-forwarded attachments in the AirMobile system to 
a nearby external machine, so that even if the wireless device cannot receive the 
attachment, the user can still view it immediately at a nearby location. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to forward the attachments taught by AirMobile to a user via 
an external machine, as taught by Srinivasan. 

In considering claim 9, Srinivasan further discloses forwarding messages to a fax 
machine (col. 3, line 30). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to forward the attachments taught by AirMobile to a fax machine, so that users 
could easily view a printout of the large attached graphics or other large files without 
having to use large amounts of memory space on the wireless device. 

In considering claim 10, Srinivasan further discloses that forwarded files can be 
sound files, and further discloses that the external machine is a voice mail system 
("voice mail"; Fig. 1 , col. 3, lines 31, 38-41). It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to include voice attachments in the system taught by 
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AirMobile, and to forward the attachments to a voice mail system, so that a user can 
receive and access important voice messages from any location. 

In considering claim 37, AirMobile discloses a redirection system comprising: 

A plurality of mobile data communication devices, and a plurality of configuration 
files associated with the mobile devices (pp. 9-10, wherein the system manages a 
plurality of user accounts), each configuration file including information regarding the 
preferences of the mobile device ("filters"); 

A message server that receives data items having attachments (p. 10, U 5, 6); 

A message redirector configured to redirect the received data items to the 
plurality of mobile devices (p. 10, U 6); and 

An attachment detector that identifies one or more attachments associated with 
the data items, and based on the preferences of the mobile device, forwards the 
attachment to the mobile device (pp. 40-45, "File Attach" and "Text Attach" filters). 

However, AirMobile does not disclose that the preferences of the mobile device 
actually include mobile device capabilities. Nonetheless, systems that forward 
messages to wireless devices according to the device characteristics are well known, as 
evidenced by Srinivasan. In a similar art, Srinivasan discloses a system for forwarding 
any messages received in a mailbox to one of a plurality of different types of devices, 
according to the type of message and/or type of device, and further converts messages 
depending on the preferred or available type of media (col. 3, lines 28-42, 55-56). Thus, 
given the teaching of Srinivasan, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have 
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readily recognized the desirability and advantages of including device capability 
information in the configuration files taught by AirMobile, so that only device-compatible 
messages are received at the mobile device, while non-compatible messages can still 
be viewed via other devices, thereby providing optimum flexibility for routing of different 
types of messages (see Srinivasan, col. 1, lines 41-45). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to use the device capability preferences taught by Srinivasan as the attachment 
preferences in the system taught by AirMobile. 

5. Claims 1 1 , 13-21 , and 25-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over AirMobile, in view of Narayanaswamy (U.S. Patent No. 6,61 1 ,358). 

In considering claim 11, AirMobile discloses a method of forwarding message 
attachments from a host system to a mobile data communications device, comprising 
the steps of: 

Configuring an attachment profile at the host system for the mobile device, 
wherein the attachment profile indicates the types of attachments that the mobile device 
should process (pp. 44-45, "Text Attach," "File Attach"); 

Receiving messages at the host system, wherein the messages include a 
plurality of attachment types (i.e. text and file attachments); 

Determining whether the mobile data communication device should process the 
plurality of types of attachment types using the attachment profile (i.e. it checks whether 
the attachment boxes were selected); and 
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Forwarding the attachments that can be processed by the mobile device from the 
host system to the mobile device (i.e. if the box is checked, the attachment is forwarded 
to the user's mobile device). 

However, AirMobile does not disclose that the attachment profile includes the 
attachments that the mobile device can process. AirMobile instead discloses that the 
user can arbitrarily select which attachments should be sent to the mobile device. 
Nonetheless, the use of an attachment profile to determine whether to forward 
attachments to a mobile device based on the types of attachments that the device can 
process (i.e. based on mobile device characteristics) is well known, as evidenced by 
Narayanaswamy. In a similar art, Narayanaswamy discloses a system for forwarding 
attachments to a mobile device, wherein the system looks at a mobile device id and 
compares it to an attachment profile to determine whether to forward the attachment 
directly to the mobile device or whether to convert the attachment first before forwarding 
it to the mobile device (col. 5, lines 47-67; col. 6, lines 5-20). Given this teaching, a 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
advantages of using a device-based attachment profile such as described by 
Narayanaswamy instead of, or in addition to the user-selectable attachment profile 
taught by AirMobile, so that attachments that cannot be processed by the mobile device 
are not sent to it, thereby reducing the amount of wasted network bandwidth. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use the device-based attachment profile 
taught by Narayanaswamy in the message forwarding system taught by AirMobile. 
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In considering claim 13, AirMobile further discloses that the received messages 
are directed to a first address at the host system (cc:Mail address) and further discloses 
configuring a redirection event, generating a trigger based on the redirection event, and 
forwarding the attachments in response to the trigger (p. 16, wherein the event is the 
user setting the User Profile Configuration, and the trigger is setting the "Enable" 
button). 

In considering claim 14, Examiner understands the claim to mean that multiple 
senders can send messages to the mobile device user, and that replies can be sent to 
the multiple senders. Examiner also understands the claim to mean that the host 
system has a "first address" that is used as an originating address. Thus, as 
understood, AirMobile further discloses: 

receiving the messages at the mobile device from a plurality of senders (p. 31 , 
"Server based filters for downloads"; p. 42, "author" filters); 

generating reply messages at the mobile device to be sent to the plurality of 
senders and transmitting the reply to the host (p. 31, "Client based filters for uploads," 
wherein replies are inherent in e-mail and use the same mail processing steps as 
messages originally generated at the sending device); 

receiving the reply messages at the host and configuring the address information 
such that reply messages use the e-mail address associated with the host system as 
the originating address, such that messages generated at either the host system or the 
mobile device share the first address (p. 31 , same section, wherein messages sent from 
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the outbox will have the same e-mail address as the originator, whether they are 
created at a desktop device, or at the wireless mobile device); and 

transmitting the reply messages from the host system to the plurality of message 
senders (p. 31, lf2). 

In considering claim 15, AirMobile further discloses storing information regarding 
the configuration of the mobile device at the host system (p. 16, "user profile"). 

In considering claim 16, AirMobile further discloses that the configuration 
information includes the network address of the mobile device (p. 16, "remote radio id"). 

In considering claim 17, Narayanaswamy further discloses that the configuration 
information includes the type of mobile device (col. 5, lines 46-52, wherein the device 
capabilities signify a certain type of device). 

In considering claim 18, AirMobile further discloses that the received messages 
are addressed using a sender address and a receiver address (inherent in e-mail), the 
method further comprising the steps of: 

Determining whether the receiver address is associated with the mobile device, 
and if the receiver address is associated with the mobile device, then determining a 
network address of the mobile device and repackaging the messages into electronic 
envelopes addressed using the receiver address and the network address of the mobile 
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device (i.e. the server will check the user profile to determine whether to forward the 
cc:Mail message to the wireless device, and will then forward the messages 
accordingly, using the terminal id to address the messages to the wireless device (pp. 
16-17, 30-31); and 

After receiving the redirected messages at the mobile device, extracting the 
messages from the electronic envelopes and displaying the messages at the mobile 
device using the sender address and the receiver address, so that it appears as though 
the mobile device is the host system (p. 31 , wherein the cc:Mail messages is forwarded 
to the wireless device and displayed in the same manner as cc:Mail messages sent to 
the LAN, and wherein the "electronic envelope" is inherent, since all messages sent via 
a wireless or wired network are sent in an electronic envelope). 

In considering claim 19, Narayanaswamy further discloses that the attachments 
can be sound files (col. 2, lines 55-56). It would have been obvious to include sound 
files as attachments in the system taught by AirMobile so that blind users could still use 
the e-mail program. 

In considering claim 20, AirMobile further discloses that the events include 
external events, internal events, or networked events (i.e. the user setting the enable 
button). 
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In considering claim 21 , AirMobile further discloses that the external event is a 
message from the mobile device to start redirection (p. 1 1 ; p. 37, last paragraph). 

In considering claim 25, AirMobile further discloses that the networked event 
includes messages to begin redirection from computer systems other than the mobile 
device, which are connected to the host system via a wired network (pp. 12, 16, 
"personal computer"). 

In considering claim 26, AirMobile further discloses that the mobile device is a 
wirelessly enabled laptop computer (p. 9, Fig. 1-1). 

In considering claim 27, the combined teaching of AirMobile and 
Narayanaswamy further teaches that the device is equipped to receive both sound and 
non-voice data messages (Narayanaswamy, col. 2, lines 55-56, "sound"). Although 
neither reference explicitly discloses "voice" messages, it would have been obvious for 
the sound messages to include voice messages, so that users (especially blind users) 
can receive electronic messages without having to read them. 

In considering claims 28-33, AirMobile further discloses the claimed preferred list 
for limiting redirection, and the claimed methods of altering the preferred list (pp. 40-45, 
"Message Filtering"). 
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6. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
AirMobile, in view of Narayanaswamy, and further in view of Kuki (EP Pat. No. 772,327 
A2). 

In considering claim 22, although the combined system taught by AirMobile and 
Narayanaswamy discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to 
disclose that the internal event is a calendar alarm. AirMobile, instead teaches that the 
event is the user manually selecting to activate the message forwarding system. 
Narayanaswamy remains silent regarding the event and trigger functions. Nonetheless, 
forwarding messages from a host computer in a similar way to the server forwarding 
taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy, wherein message forwarding is triggered in 
response to an internal calendar alarm is well known, as evidenced by Kuki. In a similar 
art, Kuki discloses a system for selectively forwarding messages from a host system 
(host computer 200) to a wireless mobile device (wireless communication terminal 100) 
wherein message forwarding is triggered by a calendar alarm event (col. 6, lines 22-30; 
col. 7, lines 10-20, "forwarding time and time interval of a desired mail"). The Kuki 
system actually forwards messages from a desktop host, rather than a server host. 
Given this teaching a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of using a calendar alarm to trigger the 
message forwarding in the system taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy, to control 
network bandwidth usage and to prevent the downloading of large amounts of data 
during peak usage time periods. Therefore, it would have been obvious to use an 
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internal calendar alarm, as taught by Kuki, to trigger the message forwarding in the 
system taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy. 

7. Claims 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
AirMobile, in view of Narayanaswamy, further in view of Kuki, and further in view of 
Kumomura (U.S. Patent No. 5,850,219). 

In considering claim 23, although the teaching of AirMobile, Narayanaswamy, 
and Kuki teaches substantial features of the claimed invention, it fails to disclose that 
the internal event is a screen saver activation. Nonetheless, activating e-mail 
forwarding based on a screen saver activation is well known, as evidenced by 
Kumomura. In a similar art, Kumomura discloses a system for forwarding e-mail from a 
host system (client) to another device, wherein the forwarding is triggered by a screen 
saver activation ("when a screen saver is operating," col. 4, lines 50-67). Thus, given 
the teaching of Kumomura, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of activating the e-mail forwarding at the 
host system taught by Kuki, AirMobile, and Narayanaswamy, based on a screen saver 
activation, as taught by Kumomura, to allow users who have likely stepped away from 
their devices (due to a long period of inactivity) to receive messages at a different 
location (see Kumomura, col. 4, lines 58-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
use the screen saver activation forwarding feature taught by Kumomura in the system 
taught by Kuki, AirMobile, and Narayanaswamy. 
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In considering claim 24, although Kumomura does not discuss a keyboard 
timeout, Examiner takes official notice that keyboard timeouts are well known, and that 
keyboard timeouts are a typical way of determining inactivity at a computer terminal. 
Given this knowledge, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of triggering e-mail forwarding in the system 
taught by Kuki, AirMobile, Narayanaswamy, and Kumomura, for the same reasons as 
using a screen saver as a trigger. 

8. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arnold 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,275,848), in view of Narayanaswamy. 

In considering claim 34, Arnold discloses a method of forwarding message 
attachments, comprising the steps of: 

Receiving an electronic message ("e-mail message") at a host system, the 
electronic message including a message body and one or more attachments 
("attachment 202," col. 4, lines 6-8); 

Forwarding the message body and information regarding the identity and type of 
the attachment to a mobile data communication device (col. 4, lines 15, 19-24, "an 
attachment meeting certain criteria... is automatically detached, place on a remote site, 
preferably a Web server, and substituted with a pointer to the Web server... The 
message is then sent to the recipient(s)"); 

Transmitting a command from the device to the host system instructing the host 
system how to process the one or more attachments (col. 4, lines 33-42, wherein a user 
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clicks on the link to the attachment to instruct the host system to send the attachments); 
and 

In response to the command, the host system processing the one or more 
attachments by forwarding the attachment to the device (col. 4, lines 40-42, wherein the 
attachment is downloaded to the mobile device). 

However, Arnold does not disclose that the mobile device is a wireless device. 
Nonetheless, forwarding message attachments to wireless mobile devices is well 
known, as evidenced by Narayanaswamy (see Abstract; col. 2, lines 50-56). Thus, 
given the teaching of Narayanaswamy, a person having ordinary skill in the art would 
have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of using wireless mobile 
devices in the system taught by Arnold, so that users can roam freely with their devices 
without worrying about finding an Internet hook-up. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for the mobile devices taught by Arnold to comprise wireless mobile devices, as 
taught by Narayanaswamy. 

9. Claims 12 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over AirMobile, in view of Narayanaswamy, in view of Srinivasan. 

In considering claim 12, the combined system of AirMobile and Narayanaswamy 
teaches checking for an attachment type and comparing it to device capabilities, and 
then either forwarding the attachment to the mobile device based on the comparison 
(perhaps converting the message if necessary) or not forwarding the attachment to the 
mobile device. However, the combined system does not disclose sending the 
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attachments that cannot be processed at the mobile device to a separate device for 
processing. Nonetheless, sending messages to an appropriate external device for 
processing is well known, as evidenced by Srinivasan. In a similar art, Srinivasan 
discloses a system for forwarding e-mails messages to users, wherein the messages 
are sent to an appropriate device for processing, according to message and device 
characteristics (col. 2, lines 49-61 , "messages may be routed to a variety of different 
types of destinations also including, but not limited to, facsimile machines, pager 
systems, voice mail systems..."). Given the teaching of Srinivasan, a person having 
ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of 
allowing the attachments in the system taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy to be 
sent to external devices, so that only device-compatible messages are received at the 
mobile device, while non-compatible messages can still be viewed via other devices, 
thereby providing optimum flexibility for routing of different types of messages (see 
Srinivasan, col. 1, lines 41-45). Therefore, it would have been obvious to forward 
certain attachments to external devices, as taught by Srinivasan, in the message 
forwarding system taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy. 

In considering claim 35, AirMobile discloses a method of redirecting attachments 
from a host system to a mobile data communications device, comprising the steps of: 

Receiving a plurality of data items at the host system, the plurality of data items 
including one or more attachments (pp. 44-45, i.e. text and file attachments); 
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Determining the attachment type for each of the attachments (i.e. filtering based 
on the type of attachment, text or file); 

Determining whether the mobile data communication device should process the 
attachments based on the determined attachment type (i.e. it checks whether the 
attachment boxes were selected); and 

If so, then redirecting the one or more attachments to the mobile device (i.e. if the 
box is checked, the attachment is forwarded to the user's mobile device). 

However, AirMobile does not disclose that the attachment profile includes the 
attachments that the mobile device can process. AirMobile instead discloses that the 
user can arbitrarily select which attachments should be sent to the mobile device. 
Nonetheless, the use of an attachment profile to determine whether to forward 
attachments to a mobile device based on the types of attachments that the device can 
process (i.e. based on mobile device characteristics) is well known, as evidenced by 
Narayanaswamy. In a similar art, Narayanaswamy discloses a system for forwarding 
attachments to a mobile device, wherein the system looks at a mobile device id and 
compares it to an attachment profile to determine whether to forward the attachment 
directly to the mobile device or whether to convert the attachment first before forwarding 
it to the mobile device (col. 5, lines 47-67; col. 6, lines 5-20). Given this teaching, a 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
advantages of using a device-based attachment profile such as described by 
Narayanaswamy instead of, or in addition to the user-selectable attachment profile 
taught by AirMobile, so that attachments that cannot be processed by the mobile device 
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are not sent to it, thereby reducing the amount of wasted network bandwidth. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use the device-based attachment profile 
taught by Narayanaswamy in the message forwarding system taught by AirMobile. 

Furthermore, the combined system of AirMobile and Narayanaswamy does not 
disclose sending the attachments that cannot be processed at the mobile device to a 
separate device for processing. Nonetheless, sending messages to an appropriate 
external device for processing is well known, as evidenced by Srinivasan. In a similar 
art, Srinivasan discloses a system for forwarding e-mails messages to users, wherein 
the messages are sent to an appropriate device for processing, according to message 
and device characteristics (col. 2, lines 49-61 , "messages may be routed to a variety of 
different types of destinations also including, but not limited to, facsimile machines, 
pager systems, voice mail systems..."). Given the teaching of Srinivasan, a person 
having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
advantages of allowing the attachments in the system taught by AirMobile and 
Narayanaswamy to be sent to external devices, so that only device-compatible 
messages are received at the mobile device, while non-compatible messages can still 
be viewed via other devices, thereby providing optimum flexibility for routing of different 
types of messages (see Srinivasan, col. 1 , lines 41-45). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to forward certain attachments to external devices, as taught by Srinivasan, in 
the message forwarding system taught by AirMobile and Narayanaswamy. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradley Edelman whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
3041. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

For all correspondences: (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 




BE 

December 30, 2003 



